THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF TEXAS

AUsTIN 11, TEXAS

_January 20, 1939

ATTORNKEY GENRRAE

Honorable Jo D. Bazlewood
County Attorney ‘
Canyon, Texas

Dear Mr, Hazlewoods: . Opinion Noes O-175.
‘ - Res Nepotism Law

This office is in reoeipt of your telegro.m of Ja.nuary 19 whioh
reads as followss

"Under Article 432 Penmal Cods oan A whose son married B's
daughter hire B to work for him?" ;

Since you refer to Article 432 of the Penal Code, wo will assume
that the employment menticned involves the employment of some psrsom related
to & county official in the degree set forth in your telagrem, and that the
proposed employes would draw compensation fromthe coumty.

Article 432 of the Penmal Cdde provides: %“No offiocer of this Siate
or sny officer of any district, county, « « « shall appoint, or vote for,_ or
confirm the sppointment to any offioe, position, clerkship, employment or duty,
of any person related within the second degree Ly affinity or within the third
degree by comsanmguinity to the person so appointed or so voting, « « « when the
salary, fees, or oompemsation of such appointee is to be paid for, directly or
indirectly, out of or from public funds or fees of office of any kind or chare
acter whatsoever,”

As said in 2 Cs Je 378, blood relations of the husband and Hlood
relations of the wife are not related to each other by affinity. Ex o
Harris, 6 L.R.A. 713, Fla,, Lowmen v. State, 50 Southern 43, Ala, Hemoe, the
TasTend's father and the wife's Father would not be so related.

As aptly put by Judge Ces Jo Hlackley in the case of Central R. Cos
ve Boberts, 91 Ga, 513, 18 8.E. 31563 "The groom and bride each comes withim -
the dircle of the other's kimy but kin and kim are s till no more related tham
they were bsfore.” . .

You are ’ thei-efore, advised that the county officer's 'daughter-in-
law's father may be employed without violating the Nepotism Law-
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